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/ - ' h> the. Drawings 

Please amend the drawings by inserting the identified New Sheet attached hereto and 
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REMARKS 

I Amendment to ike Drawings 

Figure 3 has been added. Figure 3 shows a side view of a device for adjusting a 
< able 11,12 accord ng to an cmK , v , , > w 

Support for the amendment is provided in the specification, page 5, lines 6-7; and 
page 6, line 28 through page 8, line 14, describing the embodiment illustrated in Figure 3. 
Accordingly, no new matter has been introduced. 

In addition, Figure 3 was originally {Bed in the PCX application based upon which 
the present application was filed under 35 U.S.C. 371 as a US national stage application. 
Figure 3 was only missing in the English translation submitted with the filing under 35 
U.S.C. 371. Accordingly, Figure 3 is hxk&i not a new drawing. 

iL Amendment to the Claims 

Upon entry of the foregoing amendment, twenty four (24) claims are pending in the 
application. Of the pending claims, two (2) are independent. 

Support for the amendments of Claim 1 is provided in the specification at page 6. 
lines 1-6, and Claim 13 as well as in Figures 1 and 2. 

! ^ ! . s \ K non at page 7 

! N > - \* > - ^ oil ;ks in Fignre 3. 
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///. Objections to the Drawings 

The Examiner has objected to the drawings as failing to show every feature of the 
« i uLdinthedu'o o\s , wn un pos n j vsrhat I < 

drawings do not show the cable pull, Bowden wire, and lumbar support. 

Figure 3 has been j led to \ \ x U A x m „ , 5 , , , vN 
deserib d in (he sg ( < hereu , i \ v n v.ner h 

introduced, in addition, Figure 3 was originally filed in the PCX application based upon 
which the present application was filed under 35 U.S.C. 37! as a US national stage 
application. Figure 3 was only missing in the English translation submitted with the filing 
under 35 U.S.C. 371 . Accordingly, Figure 3 is indeed no new drawing 

Figure 3 shows the cable pull and Bowden wire constructed as specified in the 
claims. It is respectfully submitted that the objections to the drawings regarding the cable 
pull and Bowden cable have been rendered moot by the amendment. 

configuration of the adjustment device. A lumbar support is merely an application of such 
a novel adjustment device. Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that a specific 
illustration in the drawings of the lumbar support should not be necessary. 

IK Objection to the Specification 

Xhe Examiner has objected to the specification, as describing and referring to Figure 
3 not contained in the drawings. Appropriate correction has been made by the amendment 
* e n; !, c o v 
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K Rejections of Claims under 35 U.S. CI § Li 2 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 9 and. 14-24 under 35 U.S.C. §112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Specifically, the Examiner has pointed out that in Claim 9, line 2, "the at least one 
resiliency elastic element" has no definite antecedent basis. Claim 9 has been amended to 
incorporate the limitations of Claim 6 having an antecedent basis for "the ai least one 
resiliency elastic element/ 5 Accordingly, the problem has been appropriately corrected. 

In addition, the Examiner has rejected Claims 14-24 as being indefinite in that it is 
unclear what the configuration of the cable pull relative to the adjustment device looks like. 
Claim 14 has been amended to further define the relationship between the cable pull and 
the other elements of the adjustment device. Specifically, Claim 14 as amended recites 
"the cable pull is displaceabiy mounted relative to the housing" of the adjustment device. 
Accordingly, it is believed that the rejections have been rendered moot. 

VI Rejections of Claims wafer 35 USX. § 102 

The Examiner has rejected Claims 1-10 and 12-24 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Knelseo et al (US 6,91 8,884). It is respectfully submitted that the 
roiecu^m shouh 

Kselsen cannot anticipate Claim 1 because Knelsen fails to disclose each and every 
element of Claim 1 as amended. Specifical ly, Claim 1 as amended recites that "one of the 
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first and second adjustment directions is for reducing the rest width and the other of the 
1 <s ioJ v ^ ^ < ^t s , !j . , t \ , j u ^ , >, 

nK ^ - M ! ■> ^nurtinthe irs o.i stme 

direction hedispl en o iihci educes oi me- i ■> rl > width 

oi die seat. However, Knelsen only shows a lumbar support device being operated by a 
Bowden cable arrangement. Nowhere in Knelsen is shown a eon figuration for adjusting 
the rest width as claimed. 

Accordingly, It is respectfully submitted thai Knelsen cannot anticipate Claim 1 as 
amended and Claims 2- 1 0 depending therefrom. 

In addition, Knelsen also cannot anticipate Claim 14 because Knelsen fails to 
disclose each and every element of Claim 14 as amended. Specifically, Claim 14 recites 
that "on adj ustment of the cable pull in a first adjustment direction mechanical energy is 
taken up by the mechanical energy storage means" and that "the first adjustment direction 
corresponds to a releasing of the cable pull." in other words, when the mechanical energy 
is taken up by the mechanical energy storage means, the cable pull is released. In addition. 
Claim 14 also recites that "while an adjustment of the cable pull takes place in a second 
direction assisted by the release of previously taken up mechanical energy from the 
mecnanieat energy storage means'" and that "the second adjustment direction corresponds 
v 1 ' ' ' * chan energy is rele *ed 

it assists the cable pull to be te isio led I his laimed < oi figi ration of e; ble pub and 
mechanical energy storage means arranged in the housing is not shown in Knelsen. 
instead, Knelsen indeed teaches the opposite configuration, in Knelsen, when the cable is 
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releases the stored energy. 

v eparatc rid hide} ndentreaso net ri i how the da u>d » 
relative to which a cable pall Is chsplaceably mounted and which has a mechanical energy 

VII Rejections of Claim? under 35 USX, § 103 

The Examiner has rejected Claim 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kneisen. 

! " 1 Ui " > * ! v ' i v n < 1 i * H o v j-nst 

Claim 1 1 because Knelsen fails to teach or suggest the claimed configuration for adjusting 
the rest width as claimed in Claim 1 from which Claim 1 1 depends as discussed above. 

VIII Conclusion 

All of the stated grounds of rejection have been properly traversed, accommodated, 
or rendered moot. Applicant therefore respectfully requests thai the Examiner reconsider 
all presently outstanding rejections and that they be withdrawn. It is believed that a Mi 
and complete response has been made to the outstanding Office Action, and as such, the 
present application is in condition tor allowance. 

Iftk 1 vamrci !vb_\,-. ; ^ m% t.»oi ;\"o>n.d ASTu.n.ase.Cmn 

expedite prosecution of this application, he is invited to telephone the undersigned at the 
number provided. 
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Prompt and favorable consideration of this Amendment is respectfully requested. 
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Washington, MO 63090 
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